In line 14 of the Introduction replace "[...] a sublattice of the lattice of submodules of M " with "closed under intersections."
In the proof of Lemma 2.
In the statement of Proposition 2.4, insert " M 1 is a p-submodule of M such that" before "and [...]".
In the proof of Proposition 3.6 replace "[3, Lemma 4.11]" with "[3, Lemma 4.13]".
Moreover, we obtain the following decomposition results with respect to the second singular submodule Z 2 (M ) of M for the class of P D -modules. Proof It is clear from Proposition 1. P
Proposition 1 Let M be a P D -module and K a p-submodule of
M . Then M = Z 2 (M ) ⊕ T ⊕ Y , where K = Z 2 (M ) ⊕ T and Y are P D -modules. Proof Let M be a P D -module and K a p-submodule of M . Then M = K ⊕ K ′ for some K ′ ≤ M . Since K ¢ p M , K and K ′ are P D -modules by [1, Proposition 3.6]. Recall that Z 2 (M ) ⊆ K , as M /K is nonsingular. Since Z 2 (M ) ¢ p M and Z 2 (M ) ⊆ K , Z 2 (M ) ¢ p K . Moreover, Z(K/Z 2 (M )) = 0 yields that Z 2 (M ) is a p- submodule of K . It follows that K = Z 2 (M )⊕T for some T ≤ K . Therefore, M = K ⊕K ′ = Z 2 (M )⊕T ⊕K ′ . Hence, K ′ = Y ; Y is
